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DETAILED ACTION 

This communication is responsive to the amendment and response dated June 
27, 2005. Claims 1-10 are presented for examination. 



Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1 .1 14, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 1/23/06 
has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claim 1 have been considered but are moot 
in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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4. Claims 1-3, 5, 7-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Russon (20040001 107) in view of Ota (US 6437797). 

Considering claim 1 , Russon discloses determining (24, fig. 1) an image 
processing parameter by moving a thumbnail image (50, fig. 2) displayed on the map 
(e.g., interface display 52) representing the color space to the indicated arbitrary 
position on the map; and displaying the thumbnail image which has been subjected to 
image processing (e.g., dragged and dropped), at the position after the movement (e.g., 
relocating the thumbnail image to a most-recently accessed image location, and then 
displays the thumbnail image on the display interface at that location. See paragraphs 
1 6 and 24). As per the map (or display interface) representing a color space clause as recited in the 
claim, the Examiner takes notice that such a color space representation would have been an obvious 
design choice since the concept of representing a map or a display surface as a color space is 
notoriously well known in the art of image processing. Also, because the applicant has not disclosed that 
utilizing a map that is represented in color space itself solves any stated problem, it appears the image 
processing would perform equally well using a display surface or a map representing a color space itself. 

Russon fails to specifically describe the steps of indicating an arbitrary position 
on a map representing a color space; and performing an image processing, 
[corresponding to an arbitrary position to which the thumbnail image has been moved], 
on the thumbnail image based on it new position on the map that reflects the thumbnail 
image which has been positioned. 

Ota discloses indicating (e.g., via marker 66A or button 64 G of fig. 9) an arbitrary 
position (e.g., display position or capturing place) on a map (66) representing a color 
space (see col. 5, lines 53-61); and performing an image processing , [corresponding to 
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an arbitrary position to which the thumbnail image has been moved], on the thumbnail 
image based on it new position on the map that reflects the thumbnail image at the 
appropriate position or location. See col. 5, line 62 through col. 6, line 16, and col. 6, 
line 55-65. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify the teaching of Russon to include performing an 
image processing on the thumbnail image based on it new position on the display, in the 
same conventional manner as taught by Ota; in order to easily recognize the location of 
captured images with reference to the respective, thumbnail which are displayed on the 
digital map; and to allow the user to easily produce a desired album. See Ota's col. 7, 
lines 55-60. 

As per claim 2, Russon discloses the movement of the image is performed by a 
drag of the image, or an indication of a symbol being adjacent to the map. See 
paragraph 24. 

As per claims 3 and 5, Hagiuda discloses the image processing parameter is 
finely adjusted by indicating a symbol that includes a button or a thumbnail image (e.g., 
thumbnail image button C, as depicted by fig. 10 and/or fig. 11). 

Regarding claim 7, although Russon does not specifically discloses that the map 
(e.g., interface display 52) is moved to move the image; it is noted, however, that it 
would have been an obvious matter of design choice to modify Russon to move the 
image by moving the display interface, since applicant has not disclosed that moving 
the map instead of moving the image itself solves any stated problem and it appears the 
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image processing (24 of Russon) would perform equally well to move the image by 
dragging the image itself. See Russon's paragraph 24. 

Regarding claims 8-10, these claims contain features that are analogous to and 
include the equivalent features as recited in claim 1 . This being the case, the limitations 
of claim 8-10 are rejected under the same rationale set forth above for claim 1 . 

5. Claims 4 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Russon (20040001 107) in view of Ota (US 6437797), as applied to claim 1 , and further 
in view of Miyashita (US 6041543). 

Re claim 4, Russon and Ota fail to teach adjusting at least either brightness or 
contrast of the image, wherein the image processing parameter includes adjusted 
results of the brightness and the contrast of the image. 

Miyashita discloses adjusting at least either brightness or contrast of the image, 
wherein the image processing parameter includes adjusted results of the brightness and 
the contrast of the image (see line 50 of column 3 to line 38 of column 4 and lines 14-63 
of column 9 and Fig. 8-10 and 25-27; it is noted that when user moves the reference 
circle, the contrast and intensity of the image are modified accordingly). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify the teaching of Russon and Ota to include 
adjusting at least either brightness or contrast of the image, wherein the image 
processing parameter includes adjusted results of the brightness and the contrast of the 
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image, in the same conventional manner as taught by Hagiuda; in order to allow the 
user to conjecture changes in the color image visually and make color corrections easily 
and quickly. See Miyashita's col. 2, lines 1-5. 

Regarding claim 6, Russon and Ota fails to teach a map that represents a range 
in which color adjustment can be performed, and the position of the image represents a 
state of the color adjustment. 

Miyashita discloses a map (e.g., a Lab color space) that represents a range in 
which color adjustment can be performed, and the position of the image represents a 
state of the color adjustment (see line 54 of column 3 lo line 38 of column 4, lines 1-30 
of column 6, lines 19-27 of column 14 and lines 24-32 of column 15 and fig. 8- 10). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify the teaching of Russon and Ota to include a map 
that represents a range in which color adjustment can be performed, and the position of 
the image represents a state of the color adjustment, in the same conventional manner 
as taught by Hagiuda; in order to allow the user to conjecture changes in the color 
image visually and make color corrections easily and quickly. See Miyashita's col. 2, 
lines 1-5. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sajous Wesner whose telephone number is 571-272- 
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7791 . The examiner can normally be reached on Mondays thru Fridays between 1 1 :00 
AM and 7:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kee Tung can be reached on 571-272-7794. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Wesner Sajous -WS- 




